INE ostraka have been discovered bearing the name Alkibiades. Eight of the potsherds come from the Agora Excavations, the ninth from the North Slope of the Acropolis. Since we know from ancient authors that an elder Alkibiades was actually ostracized and that a younger, the famous statesman and general, was a "candidate'" in the year when Hyperbolos was banished,1 the first thing to be decided in the case of each ostrakon is which of the two persons is meant. Name, patronymic and demotic are the same for both men, so other criteria must be sought. The shapes of the letters, particularly lambda and sigma, and the use of E or H in the last syllable offer the readiest means of distinction, and when the Attic forms are used the ostrakon may with some confidence be assigned to the elder Alkibiades, whereas when Ionic forms appear it is more likely that the younger Alkibiades is meant. The circumstances of finding and the type of pottery used for the ostrakon may sometimes offer additional criteria. Using these data six of the ostraka have been assigned to the elder Alkibiades and three to the younger.
The ostrakon is a fragment from the foot of a black-glazed kylix of a type which flourished in the second quarter of the fifth century B. C. and which is not found earlier. 3 The outer face of the foot is slightly set back near the top, the upper half being reserved, the lower half glazed. The resting surface is reserved. The under side is glazed as far up as preserved. There is no line or off-set on the upper side, which is entirely glazed. For the profile see Fig. 1 
II. THE DATE OF THE OSTRACISM OF THE ELDER ALKIBIADES
There can be no doubt about the fact that an elder Alkibiades, the grandfather of the famous statesman and general, was ostracized. however, is not known, although the consensus of modern opinion places it in 485 B. C., a year in which we know that someone was ostracized but do not know his name, Aristotle referring to him merely as the third friend of the tyrants.5 There is now some archaeological evidence bearing on the question which makes it necessary to reconsider this verdict.
A great deal of fill dating from the time of the Persian sack of Athens in 480 B. C. and the years immediately preceding it has been dug in the course of the Agora excavations, and ostraka of all the persons definitely known to have been banished in the eighties have been found in contemporary deposits; 6 no ostrakon with the name Alkibiades has yet been found in such a deposit. On the other hand, one ostrakon, No. 1 above, comes from a deposit of the second quarter of the fifth century B. C., and the sherd is a fragment of a kylix that can be dated to this same quarter century and not earlier.' The lambdas on this ostrakon are of Ionic form, not Attic, and if we did not have the evidence of the circumstances of finding which gives us a lower limit of about 450 B. C., we should have been tempted to assign this ostrakon to the younger Alkibiades assuming that an old sherd had been used, as frequently happens. Ionic forms are not out of place in the second quarter of the fifth century, however, and other ostraka and graffiti show us that they begin to appear with some frequency at this time; on ostraka of Kimon, 461 B. C., for example, both the Attic and the Ionic lambda occur.8 We may therefore date this ostrakon with complete assurance in the second quarter of the fifth century B. C. As it seems fair to assume that it was used on the occasion of his own ostracism and not on some other occasion when his name may have been up (for example at the ostracism of Kimon), it follows that his ostracism is to be dated in the second quarter of the century.
In order to test this conclusion and if possible to pin the event down more precisely within this quarter century, it will be necessary to see what we know about the career of this elder Alkibiades.
The ostraka give us for the first time the name of his father, Kleinias, and this important new fact forces us to revise somewhat the current views on the genealogy of the Alkibiades family. At the beginning of the present century three generations were recognized in the period that immediately concerns us, and the stemma drawn up by J. Kirchner in Prosopographia Attica, I, p. 42, illustrates the view then current. In its essentials it is this: 
Alkibiades I
This plausible scheme must now in its turn be revised, for the ostraka show us that the Alkibiades who was ostracized was the son of Kleinias and not the son of another Alkibiades as in Dittenberger's stemma. One's first thought is to return to Kirchner's original scheme merely adding another Kleinias at the head of the stemma; but this scheme has extremely long generations and involves us in several chronological absurdities. We may therefore add still another generation and establish the following succession. easy and natural sequence. The twenty five year interval for each generation is somewhat less than the thirty three usually allowed by prosopographers, but thirty three is itself only a rule of thumb and applicable to any or all offspring; and since we are probably dealing here almost exclusively with eldest sons, we need not hesitate to adopt the lower figure.9 The date 460 B. C. suggested for the ostracism is arrived at in the following way. The decree providing benefits for Aristeides' children, which was introduced by Alkibiades, may be dated most reasonably about 467 B. C., right after the death of Aristeides.'0 The renunciation of the Spartan proxeny is doubtless connected with the affair of Ithome and the resulting wave of anti-Spartan feeling and may therefore be dated in 462-1 B. c." These two facts show us that Alkibiades the elder was in Athens during most of the four sixties. If his ostracism is to be placed before this time, we must go back at least to the early seventies if not to the eighties, for the normal term of exile was ten years, and we have seen that this is not admissible on "This stemma does not agree with the statement found in Isokrates, XVI, 26, according to which the Alkibiades who worked with Kleisthenes was the great-grandfather of the famous Alkibiades; it makes him the great-great-grandfather. Possibly Isokrates was using the term 7rpo7ra7r7ros loosely in the sense of ancestor, preferring it to the more exact but awkward designation 'reap1os yovcvs; or perhaps the tradition was already, in his day, a little vague owing to the fact that the names Alkibiades and Kleinias were repeated over and over in alternate generations. In any event, the point that is being made in this passage is that the Alkibiades who aided Kleisthenes, and also Kleisthenes himself, are direct ancestors; the exact generation does not matter.
Nor does the stemma agree with the statement in Plutarch, Alkibiades, I, 1, that the father of the famous Alkibiades fought at Artemision (480 B. c.), equipping a trireme at his own expense, and fell at Koroneia (446 B. C.). This statement will not bear scrutiny, however, for if it is true, Kleinias will have been a young man, perhaps in his twenties, at the time of Artemision and in his fifties when he fell at Koroneia, having only recently begotten the famous Alkibiades and his younger brother. Dittenberger (op. cit., p. 9) saw the difficulty and assumed that two persons, one a generation older than the other, were involved. In our stemma these two persons are two generations apart, but their ages prove to be eminently suitable to the roles that we find them playing. The equipping, manning, and commanding of a trireme presupposes a mature man, wealthy in his own right and probably the head of his family; and at the age of about 45 our Kleinias I was probably all those things. The begetting of two sons, and falling in action in a land battle suggests a younger man; our Kleinias II will have been twenty-five to thirty years of age; he must have reached 30 by 447 B. C. for we find him proposing a decree in that year. We may safely assume then that Plutarch knew from various sources that the father of the famous Alkibiades, Kleinias, son of an earlier Alkibiades, had fallen at Koroneia; he read in his Herodotos that Kleinias, son of Alkibiades, had distinguished himself at Artemision in a trireme which he had equipped and manned at his own expense; and he simply identified the two men, not pausing to consider the chronological difficulty.
The 15 It has often been observed that the members of the great aristocratic families were generally identified by their patronymics rather than by their demotics; see Koerte, Ath. Mitt., XLVII, 1922, pp. 6 f.; Peek, op. cit., p. 76. This is in general borne out by the ostraka from the Agora. It is perhaps possible, but I think unlikely, that Boutalion was a local worthy who had sided with Hippias at the time of the Persian landing at Marathon and so was known as a friend of the tyrants.
